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ON THE ATTEMPT TO DEPRIVE 
UNITARIANS OF THE NAME OF 
CHRISTIANS. 

( Continued. ) 

In our last, we entered upon an investiga- 
tion of the sacred writings, to ascertain how 
far the attempt to deny Unitarians the name 
of Christians, has any foundation or counte- 
nance in Scripture. We had only room in 
that number to examine the speech of Peter, 
which was undeniably the occasion of the con- 
version of three thousand souls into Christ- 
tans. Let us now conclude the examination. 

We entreat such readers as may have already 
entered with us on this track of scriptural inqui- 
ry, to read the next public speech of Peter, in 
the third chapter of Acts, particularly the 
22d verse. Was Peter a Christian? Why 
then did not his mind labour and overtlow 
with the topics and qualifications which we 
are told constitute the essence of Christianity 
and alone entitle men to the name of Christ- 
ians ?—It is said too, in Acts iv. 4. that the 
number of those converted by the just-men- 
tioned speech, was about five thousand. Were 
they Christians too? Certainly. But what 
proof have we that they were converted by 
any other, than the purest Unitarian doctrines, 
principles and arguments? See the above 
speech again. 

In ch. iv. vs. 32, 33, a multitude of new 
converts appear to have been formed by the 
simple preaching of the resurrection of Jesus, 
a doctrme upon which Unitarians have been 
blamed as laying a disproportionate stress, but 
which they have the strongest reasons for re- 
presenting as the great corner stone of Chris- 
tianity. Our opponents we presume will al- 
low the abovementioned converts to be “Chris- 
tians.” 

Listen to the following dialogue and trans- 
action between the Apostle Philip and the 
treasurer of the Ethiopian queen, Acts viii. 














37. 38. “© And Philip said, If thou believest 
with all thine heart, thou mayest [be baptized, | 
and he answered and said, I believe that Je- 
sus Christ is the Son of God. And he 
commanded the chariot to stand still ; and they 
went down both into the water, both Phi- 
lip and the eunuch; and he baptised him.” 
W ould the Presbytery of Harmony receive this 
qualification for baptism ? Would Dr. Miller 
exchange pastoral labors with the Apostle 
Philip > Was the eunuch after baptism a Chris- 
tian or not? And what proof is there that he 
differed in belief trom the sternest and simplest 
Unitarian of the present day ? 

The moment that Saul became miraculous- 
ly converted, and converted into a Christian 
too,what did he preach? The articles of modern 
orthodoxy ? No, “And straightway he preach- 
ed Christ in the Synagogues,that he is the Son 
of God,” Actse. 9. v.20. and “proving that this 
is the very Christ,” or the anointed, v. 22 3 doc- 
trines, to which Unitarians incessantly adhere, 
and which when they abandon, it will be time 
enough to deny them to be Christians. Nor is 
Saul here recorded to have preached any thing 
else. 

And how, oh, how did Cornelius and all 
his kinsmen and friends become Christians ? 
In consequence of the following speech of Pe- 
ter, which we here copy at length, as a spe- 
cimen of the principles, doctrines, and favo- 
rite topics, which are generally urged by Uni- 
tarians. 

“ Then Peter opened his mouth and said, Of a truth 
I perceive that God is no respecter of persons But 
in every nation he that feareth him, and worketh 
righteousness, is accepted with him. The word which 
God sent unto the children of Israel, preaching peace 
by Jesus Christ ; (he is Lord of all:) That word, 7 
say, ye know, which was published throughout all Ju- 
dea, and begau from Galilee, after the baptigin which 
John preached; How God anointed Jesus of Naza- 
reth with the Holy Ghost, and with power; who went 
about doing good, and healing all that were oppressed 
of the devil: for God was with him. And we are wit- 
nesses of all things which he did, both in the land o 
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We have thus transer bed all the material 
passages in the history of the Nets of the \ pos- 
thes. upto the tine, when the disei iples are re- 
corded firstto have reeeived the nanie ot Chiais- 
tims at Antioch. [i we have not demonstra- 
ted to the periect satistaction of every itelli- 
cent reader, our first proposition, viz. that 
the denial of the name Christian to Unitari- 
anus is unseriptural, we shall have but little 
heart to go on and prove that itis wajust in 
a variety of points of view, as well as very 


imprudent and mexpedient: tasks, whieh | 


Wwe propose to resume in our next number, 


= 19/919 oa 


TO RUSTICUS, 
1 writer in a late Southern Iniclligencer. 


Sir,—The frankness and ability displayed 
in your late communication to the Southern 
Intelligeneer deserve in returna frank and res- 
pectfal notice, That beautiful naivete, as the 
French term it, with whieh you have confes- 
sed your rustic prejudices and simplicity, to- 
oe ther with the wonderful eflicac y of a single 
visit to Charleston in wiping so many of them 
away, is, to say the least of it, quite enter- 
taining, if not instructive. But, alas, Sir, 
the human mind is so formed that a single vi- 
sit to a polite and populous city, is very far 
from being sufficient to eradicate the filse no- 
tions of alife passed within the smoke of a re- 
tired chimney. Accordingly, there still lurk, 
or rather glare, about your well written, Ad- 
disonian article, a great many prejudices which 
you might well dispose of by other successive 
visits among us. IT shall not dwell on your 
strange expectation that every sermon preach- 
ed from the sacred desk should be one eter- 
nal ringing on a few changes which you arc 
ple ased to denominate “ the leading character- 
istics essential to a Gospel sermon.” I will 
only refer you to your favorite sermonizers, Bur- 
der, Jay, and Cooper, or to others with whom 
you seem to be familiar, such as Hunter, Her- 
vey, and Davies, to convince you, at three 


glances of your eve, that more ‘than one halt 
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of their discourses ave as tiee from your es- 
sential requisites, as that whieh vou heard in 
th ehure iT with lotty arches, = oT columns. 


and Hronuileil 1 in eriptions.” Nor sh: ll | 
hold ij) to view the ; | aost ehmary min ’ 1: 
horance with which you expeetod to friad an 


American Commer iaheiy noth ny ant at anand 
for missionaries, or something Tike a vast and 
populous Bible Soctety. Nor shall f expose 
to ridicule that rommuitie imMacination of your 

which led you to suppose, What you cortamals 
can have never wiinessed even in your own 
pure and religious village, that a//, whoin vou 


hes, Were eoliii- 
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saw cong to their several chure 
estly engaged in the cause of the Redeem 
Ponty hint at these various prejudices of yours 
i) passiny.in order to remind you, that being, 
yy Jourownh confession, so egregiously mistoa 
in other things, you may have your mistake: 
prepossessions on one subject more, nwhich f, 
asa Unitarian Detendant, am more inme:i- 
ately concerned. In alluding to my own de- 
nomination, you have been pleased to round 
offa period with the tollowing loose, unfouud- 
ed, and sonorous accusation. © In doctrine, 
there is a wide range from the sound and con- 
sistent system of the reformers, &c. &e. Xe. 
down to the polished vacuity and philosophi- 
cal scepticism of the Unitarians.” Now, 
Mr. Rusticus, permit me to take this little sen- 
tence, and pick it to pieces as you would pick 
to pieces a lock of moted cotton. 

Lask, then, how you, a retired, inexperi- 
enced man, according to your own descrip- 
tion of yourselt, who expected to find Clrar- 
leston a pertect Bethel,—how you, who were 
astonishedto hear Arminian sentiments preach- 
ed in an Episcopal pulpit,—how you, inshort, 
who seem justly consejous of labouring under 
the most childish ignorance of the state and 
tenets of the prevailing sects of South-Caroli- 
na, could yet possibly pretend to such an ac- 
curacy and extent of knowledge respecting 
that single denomination, which is the least 
known in your region, as to charge i it with va- 
cuity and philosophical scepticism? Did you 
suppose an unprejudiced public would consi- 
der you very wise on this subject, while ta- 
king your own confession that you were fool- 
ish on so many others? Or did you really and 
fairly arrive at your comprehe nsive notions res- 
pecting Unitarianism from the little experienc e 
that occure «d to you in Charleston ? Can you tax 
your ‘recollectlon with any instances of philo- 
sophical scepticism in the sermon or sermons 
which you heard at the Unitarian church ? 
Do you seriously believe that a large congre- 
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gation containing many tidisiduals ofas maseu- 
line minds, extensive theological know ledye,. sa- 
gacious penetration, and ardent eagerness for re- 
» be toundin any othe: 


church, attend Sunday atter Sund 


afier year, with the most unremitting punetu- 
omy to listen to, and be imposed upon with—— 

* polished vacuity!" Noe, no. Mar. Rusti- 
cus, be equally candid on this point too, Con- 
fess that you thoneht a loose and declamatory 
hit against a sect, whieh is unpopular just in 
proportion as itis not known, would flatter 


litous instruction.asaret 
iy.and yeas 


the prejudices ol such as were smilme over 
your frank and good natured essay, and would 
cause it to be read — more zest by those 
whe probat tv with yvoursel® had formed their 
ideas of Unitarians from Pe black-book of 
ir. Miller. 

To pu your expressions to the test. You 
apply the epithet + polished” to Unitarians. 
This you intend either as a sneer, or as an 
accusation, or as praise. Tf as praise, we 
thank vou for the compliment. but do not 
much value it. If asa sneer, you forget en- 
tirely into what consequences it runs vou. 
Some of the ablest, most valuable, and re- 
nowned champions of your oithodox princi- 
ples, have at the same time been afilicted with 
the infirmity of being polished. So that a 
sneer of this kind against the Unitarians, elan- 
ces harmlessly off from them and lights upon 
such writers as your favorite Hervey, upon 
Horsley, Chalmers, Mannah More, Dr. Wor- 
cester, and innumerable others, who will imme- 
diately occur toany one in the slightest degree 
versed in theological literature. Nay, we 
could shew that the sneer flies offand falls ap- 
on higher authorities yet, to whom both you 
and L would bow with profound aod revering 
deference ; since both Jesus Christ and his 
Apostles, as well as the prophets, have left 
some passages,which by their highly polished 
thought and diction have served as models 
for the most beautiful productions of genius. 
If, once more, you meant to charge this qual- 
ity on the sect or on its preachers as a crime, 
you should have had the charity not to hienee 
them for the natural efiect of a refined educa- 
tion; or you should have allowed them the cre- 
dit at least of endeavouring to set off what they 
sincerely believe to be the doctrines of Chris- 
tianity and the tremendous sanctions of reli- 
gion in such a manner as may not repel the 
cultivated tastes of their hearers. But in 
whatever sense you meant to convey the charge 
of being polished, it is but trifline, when com- 
pared with that, which immediately suceeeds. 








Cniterians.” atter all thet pains. whether 
prastadeadile or not. to adorn ond recomivue te 
What little they hove. praduce at last ouly 
cL adecnuile 
Vivo tirst reflection on this subreet. is. that 
eal that system ot belief a racuity. whiel 
embraces the extstence and all the moral attri- 
bates of God—which receives as true and au- 
thientie the seript res of thie Old and New 


Pestament«.-w hich nold itanestablishedtiet. 
that Grod bos condescended to make a revela 
tion to mertal worms of the dust——whieh 

0 Jesus Christ as a anamted Son of God, 


the authoritative ind heaven commissioned 
levisintor of the world——which employsamon: 
other means of religious and moral suasion. 
thie hopes and fears of eternity ~—and whieh 
inculcates the observance of the © hristian Sab- 
bath and the puldie and private worship of the 
Father mo spirit and ty truth—to sav nothing 
of inany other important particulars, the enu- 
meration of which would demand the limits 
of our whole number, instead of the corner 
ofa pereet aph—to call all this eae witipishnock- 
me away the foundations, on which ortheo- 
oxy tts cM pretends to repose, and is just dis- 
pe rsing Christianity and religion to the desert 
air. But if, as PE think probable in the pre- 
sent case, is meant by vacuity the difference 
between the Unitarian belief and those utmost 
extravagant lengths of faith whieh orthodox s 
grasps hold of as if itmade a merit in the eves 
of the Deity to stretch its mental capacity to 
breaking, it iseasy to show even in this point 
of view.that Unitarians deserve not the wither- 
ing accusation before us. Forinstanece, by being 
unable to believe that the Son of God is God 
himself, there does not follow that awful void 
between us and them, which Rusticus and 
thousands of his alarmed tellow-sectarians 
falsely imagine. Beeause, though we cannot 
perceive a numerical identity between the Fa- 
ther and the Son, yet we do perceive and we 
do believe, and we do inculcate so close an 
intimate and moral union between them, tnat 
the great legitimate and best effects of the two 
systems we contend will be exactly the same, 
while Unitarians have the advantage of avoid- 
ing some of the horrid consequences at which 
‘Trinitarians themselves shudder when fairly 
urged home upon them, such as the death of 
a self-existing Deity, and the like.—So, al- 
though we hesitate to admit that wide-sweep- 
ing and discouraging doctrine of total and help- 
less depravity, and cannot perceive how the 
virtues of such aman as (seorge Washington 
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were abominable in the eyes of the Deity, and 
how the sweet sports of the enchanting infant 
which melt the heart of every virtuous be- 
holder with pure and innocent delight, should 
be only so many symptoms of its destination 
for the torinents of hell, yet Rusticus must not 
suppose that there is any essential * vacuity” 
left in our views of the wickedness of human 
nature and the treacherv of the human heart. 
Alas, no. We believe that there exist many 
millions of times more sin in the world than 
there ought, and we hold it our sacred duty, 
by preaching the sanctions and rules of the 
Grospel, to exterminate it as much as possible, 
though in our efforts this way we are looked 
upon with askance and accusing eyes by those 
who profess to be engaged in the same pur- 
suit. So too if in our views of the Atonement 
we differ so far from the orthodox as not to 
hold that the death of Christ actually removes 
cuilt from the conscience, or is the sole ground 
of pardon to sinful man, yet surely, we do 
not by this, as so many rashly and hastily sup- 
pose, sweep away the whole apparatus of the 
gospel, and leave nothing but * vacuity” be- 
hind. No . The void space is instantly and com- 
pletely filled up by that everlasting mercy 
of God, which even with the strictest Calvi- 
nists is the basis of their views of the Atone- 
ment, and which Unitarians cling to as to an 
unfailing anchor. Nor do we deny efficiency 
to the death of Christ, nor disclaim its neces- 
sity and beautiful propriety in the Gospel-sys- 
tem. Our views, we think, on this point, too, 
save us from some shock ing consequences and 
mferences which have been repeatedly urged 
against the orthodox doctrine of Atonement, 
and the force of which we have never seen re- 
butted or abated. There is not room at present 
to run the same parallel between the other doc- 
trines of orthodoxy and the corresponding ones 
of Unitarianism,though the result of the whole 
would be equally satisfactory in demonstra- 
ting that the vacuity of which some Trinitarian 
Christians complain in our views and preach- 
ing, exists only in their imaginations, and that 
it vanishes the moment you come to define 
words, and examine and compare ideas. It 
is not improbable, indeed it has often come 
within my experience, that when a person 
who like the essayist I am now addressing, has 
sitten for years under a course of preaehing in 
which the burden of every sermon consisted 
almost constantly of half a dozen topics per- 
petually renewed, but which being beyond the 
power of his comprehension, inspire him with 
with a kind of factitious and delusive rever- 
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ence, when such a person at length for the 
first time hears a single specimen of whiat ts 
called Liberal preaching whether Unitarian or 
‘Trinitarian, he experiences from the mere force 
of habit, a sensation of what my friend here 
would denominate “vacuity.” But let bim 
attend a whole year to an able and laborious 
preacher of this stamp, let him hear subjects 
of every kind connected with religion discus- 
sed, the evidences of Christianity set in thei: 
true light, its corruptions exposed, its doctrines 
one by one explained, its moral precepts dili- 
gently enforced, its consolations duly admin- 
istered, and every variety of information, ar- 
gument, and exhortation presented, that can 
be sought for, by a craving, inquiring, serious, 
and opening mind, and there is every chance 
that such a hearer will begin to think whether 
the charge of vacuity may not possibly fall 
on those preachers, who treat their audiences 
every Sabbath with one unvaried strain, and 
repeat what Rusticus calls the essential requi- 
sites of a gospel sermon, until the attention 
is untouched, the heart unaffected, the ear 
drowsy, and the whole mind settled down in- 
to an uninquiring sort of spiritual acquiescence. 
If this is not a true picture, let thousands say. 

To conclude, you charge the Unitarians with 
“ philosophical scepticism.” An _ unluckier 
mistake was never commttted to paper. ‘The 
truth of the matter is, that philosophical scep- 
ticism is often the region of transition from the 
Trinitarian to the Unitarian belief. But the 
scepticism springs up from the bosom of Trin- 
iiarianism. Men there, are perpetually ask- 
ing themselves, is this Christianity ? Is this 
religion? Is this necessary to be believed ? 
Doubt, distress, perplexity, ingenious expla- 
nations, and all the apparatus of an intricate 
logic are the infallible accompaniments of one, 
who tries to be aconsistent Trinitarian. Where- 
as, the moment he becomes a Unitarian, he 
treads on solid ground, he believes with all his 
heart, because he believes with all his under- 
standing ; certainty takes the place of confu- 
sion, and though his faith is in its detail but as 
a grain of mustard seed, yet in its power it is 
able to remove mountains. 

A Unitarian Defendant. 
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